Abstract-This study reports the performance of five thousand one hundred and eighty three undergraduate and graduate students on a language proficiency test called Ministry of Science, Research and Technology (MSRT). It consists of one hundred traditional multiple choice items selected from the disclosed Test of English as a Foreign Language and measures the listening and reading comprehension abilities as well as structural knowledge. It was taken by students majoring in five branches of knowledge, i.e., agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences, in Iran. The One-Way ANOVA analysis of scores showed that female test takers scored significantly higher than males not only on the MSRT but also on its structure, listening and reading comprehension subtests. The same analysis also showed that engineering test takers scored significantly higher than agriculture, basic sciences and humanities and social sciences on the listening comprehension subtest and MSRT. The scores of engineering and medical science test takers on the reading comprehension subtest were, however, significantly higher than humanities and social science test takers only. The results are discussed and suggestions are made for future research.
out whether the disclosed TOEFL administered by the Ministry of Science, Research, and Technology (MSRT) in Iran and named the MSRT produces significantly different scores for test takers having different gender and field of study. Such an attempt is educationally important because a large number of applicants take the MSRT every year and many decisions are made on the basis of their performance.
According to the Iran MSRT (2011a MSRT ( , 2011b MSRT ( , 2011c , the test is held in thirteen cities, i.e., Ahwaz, Babolsar, Esfahan, Hamedan, Kermanshah, Mashhad, Qom, Rasht, Shiraz, Tabriz, Tehran, Urmia, and Zahedan, monthly. In addition to being a requirement for getting admitted to graduate studies in Iranian universities, governmental scholarships are awarded only to those whose performances are above the cutoff score on the MSRT, i.e., 50 out of 100, for agriculture, engineering, and basic sciences, and 55 out of 100 for humanities and social sciences. Moslemy Naeeny (2011) announced that 13943, 17526, and 14757 applicants took the MSRT in the years 2009, 2010, and 2011, respectively.
II. METHODOLOGY

A. Participants
The scores and some bio data of five thousand one hundred and eighty three applicants who took the MSRT on September 8 th and 18 th , 2011 were given to the present researchers by an authority in the Iran MSRT. Since 703 test takers had scored lower than 11 out of 100 on the test, they were excluded from all statistical analyses. The remaining 4480 test takers had studied various fields as diverse as Arabic language, arts, law and physiology. These fields were classified into five major branches as shown in Table 1 . As can be seen, the largest number of test takers had studied medical sciences (n = 1349, 30.1%). Out of 4480 test takers, 1942 (43.4%) and 2538 (56.6%) were female and male in gender, respectively. While 912 (20.4%) did not specify what academic degree they held at the time of examination, 170 (3.8%), 2992 (66.8%) and 406 (9.1%) had obtained their BA/BSc, MA /MD /MSc and PhD degrees from Iranian universities, respectively. No data were provided as regards the participants' age; however, they were all speaking Persian as their mother/second language.
B. Instrument
Based on the disclosed paper-and-pencil TOEFL items, a language proficiency test called MSRT is compiled in Iran. It consists of three subtests, i.e., listening comprehension, structure and written expressions and reading comprehension.
Listening Comprehension
The listening comprehension subtest of the MSRT consists of thirty traditional multiple choice items developed on short conversations between two speakers. Upon hearing the conversation, the test takers must read the four choices offered for the question raised, choose the correct alternative and mark it on the answer sheet as the example below illustrates. (The time allotted 
Structure and Written Expressions
The structure and written expressions subtest of the MSRT consists of thirty multiple choice items. The items dealing with the structure present a sentence in which a word or phrase is deleted and offered along with three alternatives to measure test takers structural knowledge as shown in sample item below. (The time allotted is 20 minutes.) Example: … no conclusive evidence exists, many experts believe that the wheel was invented only once and then diffused to the rest of the world.
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Four parts of a sentence are, however, underlined for written expression items and the test takers are required to choose the part which violates a structural rule of the English language as shown in the example below. (The time allotted is 20 minutes.) Example 
:
Pharmacists fill drug prescriptions, keeping records of the drugs their patients A B are taking to make sure that harmful combinations were not prescribed. C D
Reading Comprehension
Forty multiple choice items developed on several short passages constitute the reading comprehension section of the MSRT. All the lines of the passage are numbered for the ease of reference and the meaning of some words appearing in certain lines are questioned as shown in the example below.
Line 5
In the mid-ninetieth century, the United States had tremendous natural resources that could be exploited in order to develop heavy industry. Most of the raw materials that are valuable in the manufacture of machinery, transportation facilities, and consumer goods lay ready to be worked into wealth. Iron, coal and oil-the basic ingredients of industrial growth-were plentiful and needed only the application of technical expertise, organizational skill, and labor.
Example:
The word "only" in line 5 is closest in meaning to
In addition to the meaning of the words constituting the reading passages, most items require test takers to read them carefully and based on the information given in the texts select the alternative which they think offers the best answer to each question as shown in the item below. 
D. Data Analysis
Since there was no data available as regards the test takers' performance on individual items, the scores on the listening comprehension, structure and written expression as well as the MSRT itself were subjected to KR-21 formula to estimate their level of reliability. The estimate is based on the assumption that "all items are of the same difficulty" (Thorndike, 2005 , p. 119). The One-Way ANOVA test was employed to find out whether female and male test takers' mean scores on the test and subtests would differ significantly from each other. It was also utilized to explore whether test takers majoring in different branches of knowledge would perform differently on the test. The descriptive as well as inferential statistics were estimated via IBM SPSS Statistics 19.00 in order to test the five null hypotheses below:
H1: There will be no significant difference in the mean scores obtained by female and male participants on the MSRT and its three subtests.
H2: There will be no significant difference in the mean scores of test takers studying agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the listening comprehension subtest of the MSRT.
H3: There will be no significant difference in the mean scores of test takers studying agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the structure subtest of the MSRT.
H4: There will be no significant difference in the mean scores of test takers studying agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the reading comprehension subtest of the MSRT.
H5: There will be no significant difference in the mean scores of test takers studying agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the MSRT. Table 2 presents the descriptive statistics as well as KR21 reliability coefficient of the MSRT and its subtests. As can be seen, the MSRT enjoys an acceptable level of reliability, i.e., .78. Among the three subtests, the reading comprehension has the highest standard deviation, i.e., 4.70, indicating that, it could differentiate among the test takers best. The reliability of the reading comprehension subtest, i.e., .58, is; however, relatively lower than that of listening comprehension subtest, i.e., .60, while the structure subtest is the lowest, i.e., .54. Table 3 presents the descriptive statistics related to female and male test takers' performance on the MSRT and its subtests. As can be seen, the female test takers have outperformed their male counterparts. The One-Way ANOVA analysis showed that the mean scores of female test takers not only on the listening comprehension (F = 16.851, df = 1, p <.001), structure (F = 52.365, df = 1, p <.001), and reading comprehension (F = 12.143, df = 1, p <.001) subtests but also on the MSRT (F = 37.654, df = 1, p <.001) are significantly higher than those of male test takers. These results thus disconfirm the first hypothesis that there will be no significant difference in the mean scores obtained by female and male participants on the MSRT and its three subtests. Table 4 presents the descriptive statistics of scores obtained on the listening comprehension subtest by the test takers majoring in five major branches of knowledge. The One-Way ANOVA analysis showed that the mean scores of five branches differ significantly from each other (F = 9.038, df = 4, p <.001). Scheffe post hoc test, however, revealed that only two majors outperformed others significantly. Table 5 presents the Scheffe post hoc test of the mean scores obtained by test takers majoring in five branches on the listening comprehension subtest of the MSRT. (The table is simplified and shortened to save space.) As can be seen, only the engineering test takers have scored significantly higher than those majoring in agriculture, basic sciences and humanities and social sciences. The mean score of medical science test takers is also significantly higher than that of humanities and social sciences only. These results partially disconfirm the second hypothesis that there will be no significant difference in the mean scores of test takers studying agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the listening comprehension subtest of the MSRT. Table 6 presents the descriptive statistics of mean scores obtained on the structure subtest taken by the test takers majoring in five major branches of knowledge. The One-Way ANOVA analysis showed that the mean scores of the five branches differ significantly from each other (F = 13.536, df = 4, p <.001). Table 7 presents the Scheffe post hoc test of the mean scores obtained by test takers on the structure subtest of the MSRT. As can be seen, the basic science, engineering and medical science test takers have scored significantly higher than those majoring in humanities and social sciences. The mean score of engineering test takers is also significantly higher than those of agriculture and medical sciences as well. These results disconfirm the third hypothesis that there will be no significant difference in the mean scores of test takers studying agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the structure subtest of the MSRT to a large extent. Table 8 presents the descriptive statistics of mean scores obtained on the reading comprehension subtest taken by the test takers majoring in five branches of knowledge. The One-Way ANOVA analysis showed that the mean scores of five branches differ significantly from each other (F = 5.551, df = 4, p <.001). Table 9 presents the Scheffe post hoc test of the mean scores on the reading comprehension subtest of MSRT. As can be seen, only the mean scores of engineering and medical science students are significantly higher than that of humanities and social sciences. These results partially disconfirm the fourth hypothesis that there will be no significant difference in the mean scores of test takers studying agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the reading comprehension subtest of the MSRT. Table 10 presents the descriptive statistics of mean scores obtained on the MSRT taken by the test takers majoring in five major branches of knowledge. The One-Way ANOVA analysis showed that the mean scores of five majors differ significantly from each other (F = 12.404, df = 4, p <.001). Figure 1 presents the plot drawn on the mean scores obtained on the MSRT. As can be seen, the engineering and medical science test takes' mean score is the first and second highest. The humanities and social sciences as well as agriculture test takers have scored the first and second lowest, respectively. Table 11 presents the Scheffe post hoc test of the mean scores on the MSRT. As can be seen, the mean scores of basic science, engineering and medical science students are significantly higher than that of humanities and social sciences. The scores of engineering students are also significantly higher than those of agriculture and basic sciences. These results thus disconfirm the fifth hypothesis that there will be no significant difference in the mean scores of test takers studying agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the MSRT. The results of this study are in line with those found by Clapham (1996) , Moy (1975) and Shoham, Peretz, and Vorhau (1987) . These researchers hypothesized that test takers would score significantly higher on the proficiency tests whose reading passages are closely related to their field of study. Although their findings did not confirm the hypothesis
III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
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as regards all the fields investigated, Shoham et al. (1987) observed that "humanities and social science students did not do significantly better on the test passage that was considered to be more closely related to their academic discipline" (p. 86). Similarly, the humanities and social sciences students in this study had the lowest score on the MSRT and its subtests. The findings of the present research, however, differ from Shoham et al. (1987) in that the passages comprising the reading comprehension subtest of the MSRT are not field specific. They usually deal with general topics and are mostly written or modified by testing specialists and thus lack authenticity (Khodadady, 1997 (Khodadady, , 1999 . The very unauthentic nature of these passages, i.e., their being written for the sake of testing reading comprehension ability rather than being read for purposes other than testing, might have endowed these passages with certain features which are easily discerned by engineering and medical science test takers.
IV. CONCLUSION
This study explored the performance of one thousand nine hundred and forty two female and two thousand five hundred and thirty eight male test takers on the MSRT proficiency test developed on the disclosed structure, listening and reading comprehension items taken from the disclosed TOEFL. Its findings showed that female test takers scored significantly higher than their male counterparts, implying that either female test takers' English proficiency is significantly higher than males or the MSRT is gender specific and its fairness is open to question.
The significantly different performance of test takers majoring in agriculture, basic sciences, engineering, humanities and social sciences, and medical sciences on the MSRT, however, seem to support its gender specificity because it is also affected by the test takers' field of study. Engineering test takers, for example, outperformed agriculture, basic sciences and humanities and social sciences on the listening comprehension subtest of MSRT. Their scores on the reading comprehension subtest were also significantly higher than humanities and social sciences. These results indicate that engineering test takers may have an attribute other than English proficiency which helps them perform better than agriculture and basic science test takers on some measures such as listening comprehension tests.
The non-language attribute possessed by engineering students seems to be shared partly by medical science test takers whose performance on the MSRT does not significantly differ from that of engineering. Similar to engineering, medical science test takers' scores on the reading comprehension subtest of the MSRT differ significantly from only humanities and social sciences. However, they do not score significantly higher than agriculture and basic sciences on the listening comprehension subtest as engineering test takers do. These results seem to support gender as well as major 
